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#1.  Thank you for your support. California State Parks (CSP) acknowledges there are shared 
boundaries between Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® and the Cleveland National Forest 
including hunting and delineation of boundaries and hunting areas. CSP will coordinate with the 
USFS to provide information to the public. For example, a link to the USFS could be established 
on the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® website and newsletter. 

#2.  The California Department of Forestry (CDF) has a master file with acquired history on all 
fires that are 40 acres or larger within Anza-Borrego Desert State Park®. CSP has incorporated 
fire history into a Geographical Information System (GIS) database. Anything less than 40 acres 
has been recorded by park staff in the last 10 years (including lighting strikes). All information is 
located at the CDF Monte Vista Fire Station, area headquarters for San Diego County. Thank 
you for providing us with additional fire information and we look forward to working with you 
on these issues. 
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#3.  USFWS has designated Critical Habitat up to and along the Mexican Border. The Federal 
Recovery Plan (2000) cites recent abundance estimates north of the U.S.-Mexico border of 347, 
276, and 334 animals (excluding lambs) for 1994, 1996, and 1998 respectively. It is likely that 
any construction activity or barrier development within this species’ Critical Habitat may have 
negative effects. Proposals for the construction of international border structures through Anza-
Borrego Desert State Park® have arisen in the past and have been opposed by state park staff. The 
text will be amended to highlight this issue. 

#4.  The goals and guidelines for ‘Significant and Sensitive Biota’ (Section 3.3.1.3) outline our 
intent to protect sensitive biota within the Park. This management guidance will apply in the 
event that California Condors released in the Southern California/Arizona area expand their range 
into Anza-Borrego Desert State Park®.

#5.  Thank you for the correction. The appropriate changes will be made in the Final General 
Plan.

#6.  Thank you for your comment. CSP anticipates that there will be increased public interest in 
the proposed Cultural Preserve and will take appropriate measures to protect the significant sites 
and resources within the preserve. The proposed preserve area is readily visible to park rangers.

Additionally, a site-monitoring program will be established utilizing volunteer park stewards. It is 
anticipated that interpretive programs regarding the different resources within the site may be 
located at the Park Visitor Center or another location off-site. 

#7.  Please see Sections 3.3.1.2 Physical Resources and 3.3.1.7 Visitor Use and Opportunities in 
the Preliminary General Plan document (Page 3-36). Should the desired future conditions noted in 
this General Plan be compromised, existing improvements and management plans will be revised 
accordingly. Among the reasons our General Plans are developed at this level of detail is the 
desire to provide a meaningful document with longevity that allows for adaptive management 
with the resources, tools, and knowledge of the day. The goals and guidelines for Significant and 

Sensitive Biota (Section 3.3.1.3) present a clear preservation ethic for future management. If 
conflicts arise, up to date knowledge will be used to develop the solutions. 
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#8.  Currently Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® has 10 patrol rangers and an aircraft that are 
used for law enforcement and to identify and notify visitors located in hazardous areas. The 
proposed Information and Entrance Zones are intended to notify visitors of potential threats.

Please see Section 3.2.4.1 in the Preliminary General Plan/Environmental Impact Report. 

#9.  Lucky 5 Ranch Acquisition and Public Use Improvements SCH# 2003021099 is a separate 
project from the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® General Plan under CEQA.

#10.  Thank you for your support and we look forward to the opportunity to participate in your 
planning efforts.
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#11.  CSP has welcomed public input into the planning process for Anza-Borrego Desert State 
Park® and is confident that the public was well-informed regarding the availability of the General 
Plan for public review under CEQA. The cover of the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park®

Preliminary General Plan follows the approved CSP standards for General Plans. All the 
purposes of a General Plan are not listed on the cover but they are clearly explained in the 
introduction of the document. Approximately 1500 copies of the Notice of Availability were 
mailed to all agencies, organizations or individuals that are on the General Plan mailing list. This
notice clearly identifies how the “General Plan/Environmental Impact Report” could be reviewed 
by the public, the review period, the locations the document was available for review, and a 
contact for questions. This data was also available on the Office of Planning and Research State 
Clearinghouse website and the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® General Plan web Page of the 
CSP website. Those receiving copies of the General Plan had to request them based on the NOA.

The Environmental Analysis Section of the General Plan is not an EIR, but rather, the entire 
document serves as the first tier EIR. Public Resources Code 5002.2 makes it clear that general 
plans are an EIR for CEQA purposes. 

It has been the intent of CSP to fully engage the public into the General Plan process for Anza-
Borrego Desert State Park®. To that end, there have been a total of 7 public workshops held in 
several different locations throughout southern California and individual scoping meetings with 
organizations representing off road vehicle, equestrian, and environmental protection interests.

The General Plan process and the purpose of the General Plan have been explained at each of 
these meetings to allow the public to be well informed. The public review period was not 
officially extended for the Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® General Plan. The 45-day public 
review period (January 17, 2003 to March 3, 2003) was conducted in accordance with Public 
Resources Codes Sections 21092 (b), 21092.3, 21092.6, 21104, 21153 and CEQA guidelines 
Sections 15086, 15807, and 15105. However, as a courtesy to the public, late comments (March 
4-March 17) are included in the public comment section with responses.
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#12.  The Preliminary General Plan/EIR discusses its compatibility with the Public Use Plan in 
Section 3.3.2.3 of the Preliminary General Plan/EIR (Page 3-47). It states that Coyote Canyon 
will continue to be managed in accordance with the Public Use Plan of 1995. The Coyote 
Canyon Public Use Plan and Feasibility Study represent specific public issues that were resolved 
independently of and prior to the General Plan. The appendices contain new data prepared to 
develop general planning zones, goals and guidelines for the General Plan. The Ecological 

Conditions in Coyote Canyon, Anza-Borrego Desert State Park®, An Assessment of the Coyote 
Canyon Public Use Plan (2002) would not have provided additional information to the public 
relative to the General Plan proposals. These three documents are relevant to the future planning 
efforts addressed in Section 3.4. For example, a Roads Management Plan will be prepared 
subsequent to the General Plan in accordance with CEQA guidelines 15168 and would be the 
appropriate place for reference of these documents. CEQA does not require all referenced 
documents to be included in an appendix. Re-circulation is only required if changes are made to 
the document that reflects or has substantial new environmental implications. 

#13.  The General Plan and its policies are clearly delineated throughout the document, not just 
at the environmental section. The substantial thrust of the General Plan is to protect and conserve 
the natural and environmental resources at the Park while allowing public access and recreation.

The relatively small amount of development that may take place will have a minimal effect on 
the environment. Therefore, the Environmental Analysis section of the Preliminary General Plan 
is sufficient in that it references supporting resource and technical data/analysis contained 
elsewhere in the General Plan and its appendices. As previously stated, the entire General Plan 
document serves as the first tier Environmental Impact Report. Further, the level of detail 
addressed in the Environmental Analysis section is comparable to the level of detail provided in 
the land-use proposals of the Plan section. Tables 6.7 and 6.8 of the Environmental Analysis 
section provide quantitative data relative to the land use proposals in the rest of the General Plan.

What is critical, and what is set forth in the General Plan, is adoption of a set of policies designed 
to minimize and mitigate impacts that might stem from future implementation projects. 

As the goals and guidelines of the General Plan are followed, recreational opportunities within 
Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® will continue to provide for a variety of current and future 
demands. It is not anticipated that any action implemented as part of the General Plan would 
eliminate existing recreational activities in such a way that they would be forced to relocate 
outside of Anza-Borrego Desert State Park®. Therefore, implementation of the General Plan 
would not result in significant new environmental impacts to recreation areas outside of the Park 
nor contribute to cumulative impacts. 
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No Response Necessary 
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#14.  Thank you for your comments and support. 

#15.  This comment will be incorporated into the Hydrology Section of the Final General Plan, 
Section 3.3.1.2.

#16.  Thank you for sharing your thoughts on how we might better communicate the GP 
information (re: maps). After considering your comment, the team has decided that additional 
close-up maps will be provided in the Final General Plan. 

#17.  The Wetland Riparian Zone that was considered through the development of alternatives 
was not included in the preferred alternative. The description of this zone was included in Table 
6.6 to aid in public review of the alternatives. Figure 7.5 should be recognized as a ‘Generalized 
Habitat Map’, and not a map of management zones; the wetland riparian areas identified are not 
the management zones considered in the alternatives. The discussion on 2-36 is likewise not a 
management zone description, but that of a general habitat found in the Park. We eliminated the 
Wetland Riparian Management Zone because we felt that the management reality of such a zone 
across the entire Park would be steeped in difficulties related to the visitor’s ability to recognize 
the zone, the variability in the zone’s distribution through time, mapping inadequacies, and 
enforcement uncertainties. We feel that a detailed description of the diversity and sensitivity of 
wetland and riparian habitats throughout the Park (Section 2.2.2.3), as well as goals and 
guidelines (Section 3.3.1.3 ‘Significant and Sensitive Biota’) which direct management intent for 
these areas, is a more appropriate strategy for management of a widely distributed habitat with a 
General Plan. 
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#18.  Camp stores and concessions are currently allowed in areas designated as “State Park.” The
General Plan proposes to limit potential new facilities of this type to the approximately 2,200-
acre area of Focused-Use Zone I. The Department believes that these potential facilities can be 
appropriate in this management zone given the right circumstances. If actual facilities are 
proposed in the future, they will be subject to public review under CEQA. 

#19.  The Final General Plan will be changed to incorporate the following wording in the 
Preliminary General Plan, “cars may pull off theses roads one vehicle width, as long as no 
wildlife or vegetation is destroyed. Some areas may contain sensitive resources and therefore, 
exception to camping will be posted for resources protection purposes (Page 3-15).” 

#20.  The preferred plan addresses six management zones. The creation of further “specifically 
designated off-road camping areas” introduces further complexity that we feel is not needed. The 
ability to open camp is allowed throughout the Backcountry and Wilderness Zones; and camping 
will be addressed park-wide in The Camping Management Plan. The Backcountry Management 
Plan has been renamed as the Camping Management Plan throughout the General Plan. 

#21.  The large zone allows CSP the option to expand or relocate camping within FUZ II areas. 
Such zoning also provides for closer monitoring of visitor impacts upon resources within the area 
(which currently serves as a well-liked & highly visited campground). 

#22.  Extensive fieldwork and documentary research identified a large number of highly 
significant cultural and natural resources within the preserve zones shown in the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative (Alternative 3). These preserve designations would 
provide additional measures of protection and were requested by Native American 
representatives 

#23.  Thank you for your comments and support.
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#24.  Thank you for your input. Your organization remains on the Department mailing list and
you will receive all public notices regarding this General Plan. Please see Section 4.4.4 in the
General Plan. Alternative 3 provides additional protection to sensitive resources, but it has the
potential to cause a significant adverse impact to certain recreation activities including highway-
legal vehicle use, equestrian use, mountain bike use, and open camping. These activities would
be restricted in a Natural/Cultural Preserve. 
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#25.  CSP respectfully disagrees. The General Plan addresses the protection of cultural resources
in Sections 3.3.1.4 and 3.4.4. Cultural Resources are also protected by current cultural resource
management directives, CEQA, and Public Resources Code 5024 and 5024.5. The Goals and
Guidelines of the General Plan propose cultural resource protection, and CSP intends to begin
work on the Public Use Interface Element of the Cultural Resource Management Plan, Road
Management Plan and Camping Management Plan after the General Plan is finalized. The
element of the Cultural Resource Management Plan will be used in the development of the
Camping and Road Management Plans. CSP believes that addressing cultural resource issues in
public use areas will provide appropriate guidance for the delineation of camping locations and
road routes. These plans will include extensive surveys of cultural resources and an evaluation of
findings based on data to determine if additional management actions are necessary to protect the
resources. Additional Cultural Preserves may be delineated as a result of findings. Additional
plans to be completed also include Natural Resource Management Plan, Trail Management Plan,
Interpretive Management Plan, Facility Management Plan, and remaining elements of the
Cultural Resource Management Plan. Each plan would be subject to CEQA review, addressing
cultural resources, as it is prepared.

#26.  Please see Response #25. Please see Sections 3.4.4, 3.3.1.4, and 4.5.3.5 in the General Plan.
A Cultural Resource Management Plan, subsequent to the adoption of the General Plan, will
identify, evaluate, and provide further recommendations for cultural resources. Increasing the
wilderness designation will provide an additional level of protection to cultural resources
because vehicles and other potentially invasive uses such as utility corridors will be limited to
existing roads and roadside areas (Roads are not a part of the Wilderness Zone).
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#27.  Thank you for your comment. The San Diego Archaeological Center has been added as a
potential partner in section 3.3.1.5 of the General Plan.

#28.  Each Plan would be subject to CEQA, including evaluation of potential impacts to cultural
resources and consistency with the General Plan and other management plans.

#29.  Please refer to responses #25 and #26. The proposed Cultural Resource Management Plan,
Camping Management Plan, Road Management Plan and Trails Management Plan will provide,
along with the existing departmental cultural resources directives, adequate protection while
allowing recreational users access to those areas that are not significant prehistoric/historic sites.
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#30.  We will maintain your organization on the mailing list.

#31.  Thank you for your comment. Please see Sections 3.4.4 and 4.5.3.5 of the General Plan.

Recovery Plans for archaeological resources would include curation, when warranted. Curation
requirements will also be incorporated into future project plans. Currently there is a curation
facility and a qualified collections manager on staff at the Park, and active planning has begun for
construction of an archaeological center at the District office complex.
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#32.  CSP acknowledges that the comment letter from David Hubbard at Lounsberry, Ferguson,
Altona, & Peak LLP represents CORVA, SDORC, AMA-37, and ORBA on matters affecting the
Preliminary Anza-Borrego Desert State Park® General Plan/Environmental Impact Report. CSP
respectfully disagrees that the General Plan/EIR is deficient as a matter of law. Please see
response #13

#33.  CSP respectfully disagrees. The General Plan does address all items noted.  Please see
subsequent Responses to your letter #34-39 for more specific information and Response #13.


